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REMARKS 

Claims 32-61 have been rejected under § 102. These claims have been 
cancelled. 

Submitted herewith are new claims which Applicants believe define patentable 
subject matter. 

§ 102 Rejection 

Claims 32 - 61 have been rejected under § 102 based on either Nye (U.S. 
6,120,650) or Wood (U.S. 6,106,733). These claims have been cancelled. 

The new claims presented here correspond roughly to certain of the now 
cancelled claims as follows: 

New Claim Old Claim 
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85 58 

86 59 

87 60 

88 61 
89 



New independent claims 62, 83 and 86 recite the limitation that: 

(a) the dual component separation system is a mechanical separation 
system. 

New claims 65 {dependent), 83 (independent) and 86 (independent) recite the 
limitations: 

(b) the dual component mechanical separation system includes centrifuge 
apparatus 

(c) the dual component mechanical separation system includes cyclone 
apparatus. 

New dependent claims 66, 84 and 89 recite the limitation that 

(d) an output of the cyclone apparatus is recycled back to the centrifuge 
apparatus. 

Support in the Specification for the new limitations discussed here is, for 
example, at Page 3, lines 24 - 32 and Page 18, lines 27 - 30. 

Neither Nye nor Wood has any teaching or suggestion of a dual component 
mechanical separation system for separating solids. Neither references has any 
teaching or suggestion of limitations (b), (c), or (d) listed above. 

Applicants respectfully submit that the new claims discussed above are not 
anticipated by Nye or by Wood and that these claims define subject matter patentable 
over either reference. 

Conclusion 

Applicants appreciate the careful and detailed Office Action. This is intended 
to be a complete Response to the Office Action. Early and favorable reconsideration 
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is respectfully requested. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Date: 




PMB 347 
1 6690 Champion Forest Drive 
Spring, TX. 77379-7023 

Phone: 281 893 5244 



CERTIFICATE OF MAILING UNDER 37 C.F.R. §1 .8(a) 
I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited with sufficien * P^«» ~^!«^" 
U.S. mail wrth the United States Postal Service in an envelope addressed to: MailStop; Commissioner for 
Patents; P.O. Box 1450; Alexandria VA 2231 3-1 450 / 5bn ®Q 
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Date: 
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